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Although individual differences in behaviour were long ignored as 'noise' around an adaptive mean (Wilson 1998; Dall et al. 2004) , consistent variation in individual behavioural traits such as exploratory behaviour now appears to be associated with variation in many ecologically relevant behaviours, including dispersal distance, anti-predator behaviour, aggression towards conspecifics, nest defence and response to social defeat (Koolhaas et al. 1999; Sih et al. 2004; Groothius & Carere 2005; Reale et al. 2007; Hollander et al. 2008) . Broadly, exploratory behaviour has been correlated with survival, and therefore, fitness (Smith & Blumstein 2008) , although the direction of the association can be context dependent: in great tits, Parus major, the relationship between exploration and survival is always opposite for males and females, and varies depending on environmental conditions (Dingemanse et al. 2004) . Consistent with the terminology of Groothius & Carere (2005), we use the term 'behavioural profile' to refer to interindividual behavioural differences. Commonly used proxies for behavioural profiles in nonhuman animals include escape behaviour and exploration of novel objects or environments (Benus et al. 1991; Hessing et al. 1994; Verbeek et al. 1994; Reale et al. 2000; Bolhuis et al. 2005) . A number of studies have shown that individual variation in behavioural profile is both repeatable (e.g. Armitage & van Vuren 2003; Schjolden et al. 2005) and at least moderately heritable (Dingemanse et al. 2002; Cockrem 2007) , which, in conjunction with evidence that behavioural profiles influence survival (Dingemanse et al. 2004; Smith & Blumstein 2008) , means that such behavioural variation may be susceptible to natural selection.
To understand fully the significance of variation in behavioural profiles, it is crucial to investigate how variation in behavioural profile may affect behaviours directly linked to individual fitness (Smith & Blumstein 2008) . In socially living animals, social dominance may strongly influence fitness (e.g. Desrochers 1985; Ekman 1989; Mennill et al. 2004; Otter et al. 2007) , and it is thus important to establish whether variation in behavioural profile might be linked to the acquisition of dominance status. Although social interactions are necessary for the formation of dominance hierarchies, individual variation in attributes may also be important in hierarchy formation (Chase et al. 2002) . While most work on hierarchy formation has focused on variation in physical attributes, there are reasons to expect that behavioural profiles might also be important. For example, both aggressiveness and response to social defeat can be determinants of individuals' dominance ranks, and these factors are correlated with exploration-based measures of
